England secondly, by way of illustration. The reason of this is found in the fact that we hold our laws, like our literature and language, in common with that country, having derived them thence with our very being. For as the statesmen of the revolution contended, the men who first emigrated to this country brought with them the rights of freemen, and the laws and privileges of their own country. Instead of coming forth a loose, disjointed and confused congregation of reckless men, like the Spanish into Mexico and Peru, impatient of control, and thirsting for gold, they came forth freely and soberly, a wellappointed community. In place of an arbitrary government of undefined civil and military powers, they brought with them charters of liberty, civil officers, an organized government, and a society firmly knit together, wearing as a garment the common law of England. When, therefore, we quote the decisions of the English courts, they are not referred to as binding precedents, and authority to which we must yield obedience, but rather as the historical evidence of what the law was, or still continues to be. They are, as Coke termed, the witnesses of the law, to whose testimony on the subject of insanity we will now briefly refer.
In the case of Edward Arnold, indicted and tried at the Surrey Assizes, in England, for 
